CAMPAIGN IN POLAND.

artillery and infantry fire of the defenders. A second,
enveloping attack was more successful, but a heavy fire of
case prevented the French from promptly following up the
Eussian infantry, as it crossed the bridge in retreat.

Pressing the attack with great vigour, Leval's infantry
broke over the bridge, forcing the guns to retire. Presently
rallying, the Eussian infantry charged again with the
bayonet. Carrying the enemy before them, they retook the
hotly contested bridge, in a desperate hand-to-hand fight on
it and the causeway. One Eussian company, in the heat of
the moment following across the bridge, was almost destroyed,
and forced to retire.

Vivier, during this period, had not made much progress,
though some French accounts pretend that he succeeded
in taking the heights on the left bank, thus leaving the
passage open to Leval, and inflicting heavy loss on the
enemy. The Eussians, on the other hand, say a fresh attack
on the bridge was repulsed. Soult himself says that, though
he drove the enemy across the bridge, and Viviers' flank
attack compelled him to retire, yet the division of Leval
bivouacked that night on the heights above Bergfried, on
the right bank, keeping only outposts on the left bank,
Legrand was at Spiegelberg and Braunswalde, one brigade
at each place. St. Hilaire, who in the morning had had a
successful brush with the enemy, was at Kaltfiies.

Soult's account vouches for the finding of 800 dead
Eussians on the field, and puts his own loss at 300. The
losses were probably more equal.*

Bergfried was certainly not the decided success that
Napoleon represented it to be. Even accepting the account
most favourable to the French, they had done no more than
get across the river, and could not risk occupying the farther
bank in force at night. The attack, commencing only au
hour and a half before sunset, was too late to enable Soult
to take part, on that day, in the fight at Jonkowo. As,
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